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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1 . 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

• Claims 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
drawn to a non-statutory subject matter. 

A patentable subject matter falls within one of the following four categories of 35 
U.S.C 101 : process, machine, manufacture or composition of matter. 

Since the independent claim 15 does not fall in any of these statutory categories, 
claims 15-18 are not patentable. In addition, the above claims are not supported by 
either a specific and substantial asserted utility or a well-established utility (i.e. the 
claims do not have any specific steps or structure that falls under the 35 U.S.C. 101 
statutory categories). Claim 15 appears to be merely a printed matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

• Claims 2-6, 13-14, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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Regarding claims 2-6 and 13-14, these claims recite the limitation "clarifying 
symbols" in line 1 of claims 2-6, 13, and in line 3 of claim 14. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

In addition, the phrase "90%" in line 1 of claim 3 renders the claim indefinite since 
it is not clear what limitation is encompassed in the scope of the claim. 

With regard to claim 18, the claim recites the limitation, "using symbols of the 
initial teaching alphabet of claim 15" in lines 1-2. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

• Claims 1-2, 7-13, 15 and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
unpatentable over Rai 6,604,947. 

Rai discloses an invention for aiding learning proper English that teaches the 
following claimed limitations, 

Regarding claim 1, a system for teaching phonics, comprising a visual 
representation of a plurality of words using ordinary spelling, and adjacently positioned 
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symbols that consist primarily or entirely of the letters of a standard alphabet are used 
assist in sounding out the words (col.1 , lines 42-47 and also see FIG 2), 

Regarding claim 2, the clarifying symbols are omitted for at least some of the 
letters (FIG 2), 

Regarding claims 7 and 8, a prompt to show when a plurality of the letters form a 
blended sound; the prompt comprises underlining of the plurality of the letters (FIG 3, 
e.g. see choir), 

Regarding claim 9, a coloration of a selected one of the standard letters to show 
that such letter is silent in the word (col. 6, lines 25-31), 

Regarding claims 10 and 1 1, a modification of a selected one of the standard 
letters to show that such letter is either silent or sounds according to the adjacent 
phonetic symbol; the modification comprises representing the selected letter using a 
particular coloration (col.4, lines 26-35), 

Regarding claim 12, differences in case of the letters are not used to represent 
differences in sound (FIG 2, e.g. see dog, solider). 

Regarding claim 13, the adjacently positioned clarifying symbols are placed 
below corresponding ones of the standard letters of at least some of the words (FIG 2), 

Regarding claim 15, an initial teaching alphabet consisting substantially of the 
letters a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h, i, j, k, 1 , m, n, o, p, q, r, s, t, u, v, w, x, y, z, and combinations 
of the letters, in which words are regularly written using their ordinary spellings (col.1 , 
lines 56-60 and also FIG 5), 
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Regarding claim 18, displaying a line of words with ordinary spelling, and using 
symbols of the initial teaching alphabet of claim 15 to accompany some of the letters of 
the words (FIG 10, e.g. see the first row). 

Regarding claim 19, displaying display a sentence of at least five words with 
ordinary spelling, and placing symbols of initial teaching alphabet below selected ones 
of the words as aids in pronunciation of the selected words (see FIG 10, e.g. see the 
first row). 

Regarding claim 20, displaying at least one of the words without a corresponding 
one of the pronunciation aids (FIG 10, e.g. see the word "big" in the first row). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

• Claims 3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rai 
6,604,947. 

Regarding claims 3 and 4, Rai teaches the claimed limitation as discussed 
above. Rai further teaches, at least 90% of the clarifying symbols consists of standard 
letters; all of the clarifying symbols consist of standard letters (also see FIG 3). 

Here, even if Rai does not explicitly state or indicate any percentage or numerical 
value regarding the symbols used in his invention, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to recognize the fact that 
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the symbols used to aid the soundings of the words in Rai's disclosure have standard 
letters, and therefore this feature does not distinguish the current invention from the 
prior arts. 

• Claims 5 and 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rai 6,604,947 In view of Sutherland 5,214,745. 

Regarding claims 5 and 6, Rai teaches the claimed limitations as discussed 

above. 

Even if Rai does not explicitly state the number of phonograms, it teaches the 
standard letters and the clarifying symbols together comprises an initial teaching 
alphabet (e.g. see FIG 2 and FIG 3). 

However regarding claims 5 and 6, Sutherland teaches, the standard letters and 
the clarifying symbols together comprises an initial teaching alphabet consisting of less 
than 44 phonograms; the standard letters and the clarifying symbols together consists 
of 36 phonograms (col.21, lines 52-55 and FIG 7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify the invention of Rai in view of Sutherland by 
incorporating the 36 phonemes into Rai's chart in order to represent the phonemes 
used to verbalize the majority of phrases within the English language, there by helping 
the student to pronounce any given word. 

• Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rai 
6,604,947 in view of Esbensen 4,196,529. 

Regarding claim 14, Rai teaches the claimed limitations as discussed above. 
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However, Rai does not teach, a reading assist card having a window sized and 
dimensioned to focus attention on a subset of the words and corresponding ones of the 
adjacently positioned clarifying symbols. 

Esbensen discloses a teaching device and method that teaches, a reading 
assist card having a window sized and dimensioned to focus attention on a subset of 
the words and corresponding ones of the adjacently positioned clarifying symbols (col.4, 
lines 7-23). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify the invention of Rai in view of Esbensen by 
incorporating a window card that has opening to Rai's invention in order to help the 
student to learn the words in such a way that when the teacher reads a given word, the 
student attempts to get the letters that make the word through the openings of the 
window card, thereby learning the correct spellings. 

• Claims 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rai 6,604,947 in view of MacMillan 6,468,084. 

Regarding claims 16 and 17, Rai teaches the claimed limitations as discussed 

above. 

However, Rai does not explicitly teach, single ones of the letters represent 
corresponding short vowel sounds; combinations of the letters represent long vowel 
sounds. 
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Macmillan discloses a system and method for literacy development that teaches, 
single ones of the letters represent corresponding short vowel sounds; combinations of 
the letters represent long vowel sounds (col.1 1 , lines 4-9). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify the invention of Rai in view of MacMillan by 
representing short vowel sound with unit symbols (e.g. 'a' representing the speech 
sound of "at" as taught by MacMillan) and long vowel sounds with two or more letters 
(e.g. 'ai' representing the speech sound of "aim", also as taught by MacMillan) in order 
to help the student to easily distinguish long vowel sounds and short vowel sounds, 
thereby facilitating the learning process. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bruk A. Gebremichael whose telephone number is (571) 
270-3079. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday (7:30AM- 
5:00PM) ALT. Friday OFF. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan Thai can be reached on (571) 272-7147. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Bruk A Gebremichael/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3714 

/XUAN M. THAI/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



